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Abstract
We develop an efficient procedure for counting holomorphic functions on a
hyperKahler cone that has a resolution as a cotangent bundle of a homoge-
neous space by providing a formula for computing the corresponding Highest
Weight Generating function.
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1 Introduction
HyperKa¨hler cotangent bundles over a homogeneous space, T ⋆(G/H), arise
in a number of contexts in supersymmetric gauge theories, brane physics,
and in geometry. For instance, they bear a direct relation to solutions of
the Nahm equations [1] and hence to moduli spaces of T σ(G) theories [2, 3].
More generically, these spaces appear as building blocks of theories with
8 supercharges (in particular stemming from [4]. See also [5]), and have
interesting implications for N = 1⋆ theories as well [6]. In fact, they are
intimately related to a subject recently blossoming in a number of different
contexts in String Theory, namely the theory of nilpotent orbits (for an
introduction, see [7]).
Their avatars as Coulomb branches of T σ(G) theories, available for clas-
sical groups, is particularly interesting. For instance, concentrating on the
case of G = SU(N), σ is a partition of N specifying the brane system [8]
that realizes the theory, which is a linear quiver with flavors for each node.
Moreover, it specifies in a prescribed way a Levi subgroup H of G such that
the Coulomb branch moduli space is T ⋆(G/H) (we refer to [2, 3, 9]. Note
that this bears also interesting relations to 3d indices through the Coulomb
branch formula [10, 11, 12]). Other appearances of these spaces are in the
context of instanton moduli spaces, including also the cases of exceptional
Lie algebras (see e.g [13]).
On general grounds, an object of primary interest on a complex variety
is the ring of (polynomial) holomorphic functions defined on it. This object
carries a great deal of information about the underlying variety. A particu-
larly efficient device to encode its properties is the so-called Highest Weight
Generating function introduced in [14]. Our goal in this note is to provide a
very elegant and efficient way to compute the (unrefined, i.e. t = 1) Highest
Weight Generating function for hyperKa¨hler cotangent bundles over homo-
geneous spaces.
In previous approaches one realizes the space T ⋆(G/H) as the vacuum
moduli space on either the Higgs or Coulomb branch of some (3d) gauge
theory, compute the Hilbert series either by the Molien integral (see e.g [15])
or the monopole formula (akin to an index) and then read off the Highest
Weight Generating function as in [12]. Instead, in this note we propose
a much shorter path stemming from the observation that the functions in
T ⋆(G/H) are associated to representations of G containing singlets of H
when branched under H .
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The rest of this note is organized as follows: in section (2) we provide,
for completeness, a lightning review of Highest Weight Generating functions.
In section (3) we describe precisely our conjecture – explicitly captured by
eq.(10) – for which we offer examples and tests in section (4). We conclude
in section (5) with some open problems.
2 Highest Weight Generating functions
On general grounds, ennumerating holomorphic functions on a complex va-
riety M is of great interest. Typically, these functions are labelled by their
quantum numbers under the isotropy group – which plays the role of a global
symmetry – and graded in a certain way.4 More precisely, introducing fu-
gacities z for the global symmetry and t for the grading, each function with
global charges q and corresponding grading r(q) can be encoded in a mono-
mial zqtr(q). The sum of these monomials is a generating function, counting
holomorphic functions in the variety, called Hilbert series5
HS[M](t; z) =
∑
q
m(q)zqtr(q) . (1)
The coefficients of t in the expansion of the Hilbert series group into char-
acters of the global symmetry, reflecting the fact that holomorphic functions
form multiplets of such global symmetry. Since, in turn, each representa-
tion can be labelled by the highest weight state with Dynkin labels n – that
is, we encode in the entries of the vector n the Dynkin labels of the rep-
resentation [n1, · · · , nrankG] – in [14] a more concise encoding of the same
information was introduced through the so called Highest Weight Generat-
ing function (HWG). The idea is to introduce a set of fugacities µ so that the
4Even though for our purposes it will not play an essential role, the grading corresponds
to the highest weight (twice the spin) of the SU(2)R representation. In more physical
terms, the spaces at hand can be thought as moduli spaces of theories with 8 supercharges.
In such theories the R-symmetry contains an SU(2) which acts antiholomorphically on a
hypermultiplet. Thus, in 4 supercharge language, only its highest weight r is visible,
assigning – in a certain normalization – r = 1 to both complex fields in a hypermultiplet.
This highest weight can be used to grade chiral operators – a.k.a. holomorphic functions on
the moduli space. Note that r is proportional to the scaling dimension ∆ of the operators.
5Note that more than one function might have the same quantum numbers. In that case
the corresponding monomial will appear as many times as functions with those quantum
numbers, that is, it will have some non-trivial multiplicity m(q).
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whole multiplet associated to the highest weight n contributes µn tr(n). Here
µ
n = µn11 · · ·µ
nrankG
rankG . Then, the HWG is (again, non-trivial multiplicities
mˆ(n) may appear)
gM(t;µ) =
∑
n
mˆ(n)µn tr(n) . (2)
Let us put this into practice with the simple example of the moduli space
of one SU(2) instanton, which corresponds to the minimal nilpotent orbit
of SU(2). Stripping off the center of mass, the Hilbert series is just that of
C2/Z2 [15]
HS
[
C
2/Z2
]
(t; z) =
1 + t2
(1− t2z2) (1− t2z−2)
, (3)
where z is the fugacity for the global SU(2) symmetry that commutes with
SU(2)R associated to the C
2/Z2 space. Expanding this we have
HS
[
C
2/Z2
]
(t; z) = 1 + χ[2] t2 + χ[4] t4 + · · · , (4)
where χ[n] represents the character of the [n] representation (of dimension
n + 1) of SU(2) in terms of the fugacity z. Thus, we see that only [2n]
appears. Hence, the HWG is
gC
2/Z2(t;µ1) =
∞∑
n=0
µ2n1 t
2n =
1
1− µ21 t
2
. (5)
Upon setting t = 1 we find the unrefined HWG, which in this case reduces
to gC
2/Z2(µ1) = PE[µ
2
1].
Another device which will be useful for our purposes below is the so-
called character generating function for a certain group G. This function,
also introduced in [14], is designed so that the coefficient of the µn term
in its expansion gives the character χ[n] for the representation of G whose
Dynkin labels are n. In the following, we will use as group fugacities z, w and
u, and thus we will denote character generating functions as e.g. gG(µ; z).
Let us make this precise with the SU(2) example. The character of the
SU(2) representation with Dynkin label [n] is given by
χ[n] =
zn+1 − z−(n+1)
z − z−1
. (6)
Thus, the character generating formula for SU(2) representations is simply
3
gSU(2)(µ1; z) =
∞∑
n1=0
χ[n1]µ
n1
1 =
1
(1− µ1 z) (1− µ1 z−1)
, (7)
in such a way that the coefficient of µn1 in the expansion of g
SU(2)(µ1, z) gives
the character of the [n] representation of SU(2).
Note that this can be extended in a straightforward way to SU(N), since
theWeyl character formula allows to write U(N) characters in terms of Young
tableux as
χ[n] =
det(zˆ
rˆj+N−j
i )
det(zˆN−ji )
, i, j = 1 · · ·N . (8)
Projecting to SU(N) is done by setting zˆ1 = z1, zˆ2 =
z2
z1
, · · · , zˆN =
1
zN−1
.
This allows to set rˆ1 = r1 + rˆN , · · · , rˆN−1 = rN1 + rˆN in such a way that rˆN
drops from the formula. Then, the character generating function for SU(N)
is
gSU(N)(µ; z) =
∞∑
r1=0
r1∑
r2=0
· · ·
rN−2∑
rN1=0
χ[n]µn . (9)
It is straightforward to see that this formula reproduces (7) in the N = 2
case.
3 HWG for hyperKa¨hler T ⋆(G/H)
As discussed in the introduction, hyperKa¨hler spaces of the form T ⋆(G/H)
are very interesting for a number of reasons. On general grounds, at least
locally, the cotangent bundle over G/H is hyperKa¨hler if G/H is Ka¨hler. On
the other hand, G/H is Ka¨hler if rank(G) = rank(H) and H = H ′ × U(1)
(see e.g. [16, 17]). Thus, we will restrict to those cases. Note that, in
particular, for G = SU(N) the possible H are in one-to-one correspondence
with partitions of N . Note also that the condition rank(G) = rank(H) is
needed to ensure that the characteristic polynomial of the adjoint valued
generators of T ⋆(G/H) vanishes (this is equivalent to the vanishing of all
Casimir invariants, hence the name nilpotent). In turn, this has to be the
case, as these spaces arise in particular as moduli spaces of T σ(G) theories
and thus correspond to nilpotent orbits.
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A key fact we will use is that the hyperKa¨hler manifold T ⋆(G/H) is equiv-
alently realized as GC/HC [18, 19]. Our primary interest is in the counting
of the set of holomorphic functions on this space. As discussed above, a
particularly convenient way to encode such functions is the HWG. Thus, we
will be interested on the (t-unrefined) HWG for T ⋆(G/H). The realization
as GC/HC allows us to compute the HWG function using a standard result
from the theory of homegeneous spaces: namely that the functions can be de-
composed into representations of G which contain one or more singlets of H .
The multiplicity of singlets leads to a multiplicity of the G-representations
[20]. This is a consequence of the Peter-Weyl theorem
We can motivate our procedure from physical intuition, as we might think
of GC/HC as the target space manifold of a low energy effective theory after
symmetry breaking (see [21] and [22] for a recent analysis). In this context,
the operation of keeping representations of G containing singlets under H
naturally counts chiral operators in this effective theory and hence holomor-
phic functions on the target space T ⋆(G/H).
4 Examples
Since we have proposed that holomorphic functions on T ⋆(G/H) correspond
to representations of G containing H singlets, we have an operationally easy
procedure to construct and ennumerate all such functions – that is, to con-
struct the HWG. Let us put this into practice with examples. In principle,
we can compute the HWG of the cotangent bundle over G/H by brute force
decomposing the representations of G under H and selecting by hand those
containing singlets of H . Then, re-summing the series we can obtain the
HWG at t = 1. However, a more refined approach is to start with the
character generating function of G. Then, the projection to representations
containing H-singlets is tantamount to gauging H . Thus, integration over H
of the character generating function of G will precisely pick the representa-
tions containing singlets, labelling them by their highest weight. Thus, the
HWG at t = 1 of T ⋆(G/H) can be easily computed as
gT
⋆(G/H) =
∫
dµH g
G , (10)
where
∫
dµH represents the integration over H including its Haar measure.
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4.1 G = SU(2)
The character generating function for SU(2) is shown in (7). On the other
hand, for SU(2), the subgroup H with rank(H) = rank(SU(2)) can only
be H = U(1). Note that T ⋆(SU(2)/U(1)) is the resolution of C2/Z2, and
therefore we should recover the results above. Moreover, it is clear that
H = U(1) is precisely the Cartan of SU(2), and thus its fugacity is simply z.
Hence, we can easily project gSU(2) down to H-singlets to find gT
⋆(SU(2)/U(1))
as
gT
⋆(SU(2)/U(1))(µ1) =
∫
dz
z
gSU(2)(µ1, z) =
1
1− µ21
=
∞∑
n=0
µ2n1 . (11)
Thus we see that in this case only the reps [2n] survive the projection, exactly
as expected for T ⋆(SU(2)/U(1)) corresponding to C2/Z2. Moreover we have
that gT
⋆(SU(2)/U(1)) = PE[µ21], and we therefore see that the generator of the
holomorphic functions on T ⋆(SU(2)/U(1)) is the adjoint of SU(2).
Note that the spaces T ⋆(SU(N)/U(N − 1)) can be regarded as reduced
moduli spaces of one instanton of SU(N), whose corresponding HWG have
been computed in [14, 23]. The result above reassuringly matches the ex-
pected one.
4.2 G = SU(3)
Using (9), the SU(3) character generating function is
gSU(3)(t; z) =
1− µ1 µ2
(1− µ1 z1) (1−
µ1
z2
) (1− µ1
z2
z1
) (1− µ2 z2) (1−
µ2
z1
) (1− µ2
z1
z2
)
.
(12)
In the case of SU(3) there are two possible H , namely U(1)2 and U(2).
Let us treat both separately
4.2.1 H = U(1)2
In this case T ⋆ (SU(3)/U(1)2) corresponds to the maximal nilpotent orbit of
SL(3,C) of complex dimension 6. The U(1)2 simply is the Cartan subalgebra
of SU(3). Hence the corresponding fugacities are directly the z. Thus, we
can compute the HWG of gT
⋆(SU(3)/U(1)2) as
6
gT
⋆(SU(3)/U(1)2)(µ) =
∫
dz1
z1
∫
dz2
z2
gSU(3)(µ; z) = (13)
1 + µ1µ2 + µ
2
1µ
2
2
(1− µ1) (1 + µ1 + µ
2
1) (1− µ2) (1 + µ2 + µ
2
2) (1− µ1µ2)
.
This can be neatly written as
gT
⋆(SU(3)/U(1)2)(µ) = PE
[
µ31 + µ
3
2 + 2µ1µ2 − µ
3
1µ
3
2
]
. (14)
One can check that this result is indeed consistent with the Hilbert series for
the corresponding T σ(SU(3)) theory as computed in [12].
4.2.2 H = U(2)
In this case T ⋆(SU(3)/U(2)) corresponds to the minimal nilpotent orbit of
SL(3,C) of complex dimension 4. Writing z1 = uw, z2 = u
−1w, the char-
acter of the fundamental representation arising from (12) becomes u−2 +
u (w+w−1). In these coordinates, it is clear that H = U(2) = U(1)×SU(2)
is parametrized by u for the U(1) charges and w for SU(2). Thus, projecting
to H-singlets yields the HWG for T ⋆(SU(3)/U(2))
gT
⋆(SU(3)/U(2))(µ) =
∫
du
u
∫
dw
1− w2
w
gSU(3)(µ; u, w) =
1
1− µ1µ2
. (15)
This can be re-written as
gT
⋆(SU(3)/U(2))(µ) = PE[µ1µ2] , (16)
which reproduces the expected result as in [14]. It again shows the adjoint
representation as generator of the space.
4.3 G = SU(4)
Making use of (9), it is possible to resum the expression and explicitly com-
pute the HWG for SU(4). Yet, its form is very cumbersome and we will
refrain from explicitly quoting it (see nevertheless [14]). Moreover, in this
case the possible H are U(1)3, U(2) × U(1), S(U(2) × U(2)) and U(3). For
simplicity we will only focus on the last two cases.
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4.3.1 H = S(U(2)× U(2))
In this case T ⋆(SU(4)/S(U(2)× U(2))) corresponds to the next to minimal
nilpotent orbit of SL(4,C) of complex dimension 8. Writing z1 = uw1,
z2 = u
2 and z3 = uw2 the character of the fundamental of SU(4) becomes
u(w1 + w
−1
1 ) + u
−1(w2 + w
−1
2 ). Thus we see that wi parametrizes each of
the SU(2)’s inside S(U(2) × U(2)), while u parametrizes the antidiagonal
combination of the U(1)’s which remains to form S(U(2)×U(2)). Thus, the
HWG for T ⋆(SU(4)/S(U(2)× U(2))) is
gT
⋆(SU(4)/S(U(2)×U(2)))(µ) =
∫
du
u
2∏
i=1
∫
dwi
1− w2i
wi
gSU(4)(µ; u, wi) =
1
(1− µ22) (1− µ1 µ3)
. (17)
This can be re-written as
gT
⋆(SU(4)/S(U(2)×U(2)))(µ) = PE[µ22 + µ1µ3] . (18)
Again, it is easy to check that this result is consistent with the Hilbert series
for the corresponding T σ(SU(4)) theory computed in [12].
In fact this example can be regarded as part of the general family T ⋆(U(N)/U(N−
k)× U(k)). This space appears as the Higgs branch moduli space of SQCD
with 8 supercharges for gauge group U(k) and N flavors. As another exam-
ple, it is easy to check that the SU(5)/S(U(3)× U(2)) case has as HWG
gT
⋆(SU(5)/S(U(3)×U(2)))(µ) = PE[µ2µ3 + µ1µ4] . (19)
In general, provided that N ≥ 2k, one can convince oneself [25, 15] that the
HWG is
gT
⋆(U(N)/U(N−k)×U(k))(µ) = PE
[
k∑
i=1
µi µN−i
]
. (20)
The cases N = 2k for k = 1 and k = 2 are presented respectively in sections
(4.1) and (4.3.1) respectively.
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4.3.2 H = U(3)
In this case T ⋆(SU(4)/U(3)) corresponds to the minimal nilpotent orbit of
SL(4,C) of complex dimension 6. We write z1 = uw1, z2 = u
−2w1 and
z3 = u
−1w1w
−1
2 , we can explicitly see H = U(3) = U(1) × SU(3), where
u parametrizes U(1) and w parametrizes the SU(3). Then, the HWG for
T ⋆(SU(4)/U(3)) is
gT
⋆(SU(4)/U(3))(µ) =
∫
du
u
∫
dw1
w1
dw2
w2
(1− w1w2) (1−
w21
w2
) (1−
w22
w1
) gSU(4)(t; u,w)
=
1
1− µ1µ3
. (21)
This can be re-written as
gT
⋆(SU(4)/U(3))(µ) = PE[µ1µ3] , (22)
which shows the adjoint as the generator and coincides with the expected
result [23]. In fact, in view of the T ⋆(SU(2)/U(1)), T ⋆(SU(3)/U(2)) and
T ⋆(SU(4)/U(3)) cases, and setting k = 1 in (20), we can conjecture the
general form [15] for T ⋆(SU(N)/U(N − 1))
gT
⋆(SU(N)/U(N−1))(µ) = PE[µ1µN−1] , (23)
which corresponds to a space generated by the adjoint representation. It is
straightforward to check that also the N = 5 follows this prescription. Note
that this space, which corresponds to the minimal nilpotent orbit of SU(N),
is the reduced one-instanton moduli space of SU(N), and hence has complex
dimension 2N − 2.
4.4 Next to minimal orbit of E6
We now consider G = E6 and H = SO(10)×U(1). This case corresponds to
the so-called next to minimal nipotent orbit of E6 of complex dimension 32.
In this case following the above methods is hopeless, as finding the HWG
for E6 is very complicated. However, by explicitly branching the first few
representations of E6 into SO(10) × U(1) using LieART [26], and selecting
those containing singlets of SO(10)×U(1) one can convince oneself that the
HWG for gT
⋆(E6/SO(10)×U(1)) is
9
gT
⋆(E6/SO(10)×U(1))(µ) = PE[µ2 + µ1µ6] . (24)
This is again consistent with expectations [27] (see also [12]).
5 Conclusions and open directions
HyperKa¨hler spaces of the form T ⋆(G/H) are very interesting, as they appear
in a number of situations of relevance in physics: building blocks of gauge
theories with 8 supercharges, instanton moduli spaces, non-linear σ-model
target spaces; to name just a few. In this note we have provided a very simple
method to compute HWG for hyperKa¨hler spaces of the form T ⋆(G/H).
This provides an efficient way to list the global charges of the holomorphic
functions – a.k.a. chiral operators in the physical language – on these spaces.
While we have checked our formula against a number of examples (of which
we displayed only a subset to ease the presentation), it will be very interesting
to fully clarify the origin of this formula.
Nilpotent orbits are a class of co-adjoint orbits, obtained when a Lie group
G acts on the dual g⋆ of its Lie algebra g. In this paper we have exploited
relations between the co-adjoint orbits of compact groups such as SU(N)
and their complexifications such as SL(N,C). This has been used along
with the properties of functions on coset spaces GC/HC to give a simple rule
for the GC representation content (Highest Weight Generating functions)
of hyperKahler spaces T ∗(G/H), demonstrating agreement with previous
computations based on Higgs and Coulomb branches of quiver gauge theories.
Co-adjoint orbits have been extensively studied in the context of quantization
as a tool for representation theory [28] and the relations between GC and G
are discussed for example in [29]. The interplay between the theory of co-
adjoint orbits as a tool of representation theory, nilpotent orbits as algebraic
varieties arising in supersymmetric gauge theories, and harmonic analysis on
homogeneous spaces (studied in Kaluza-Klein reductions in physics) promises
to be a fruitful area for future investigations.
It is also interesting to note that co-adjoint orbits have played a role in
connection with emergent geometry in Matrix theory [30, 31]. For example,
finite matrix approximations of SO(2k)/U(k), SO(2k+1)/U(k), SO(2k)/(U(k−
1)× U(1)) play a role in connection with higher dimensional fuzzy spherical
branes [32, 33, 34]. Mathematical applications and physical interpretation
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of finite matrix approximations in the context of the hyperKa¨hler moduli
spaces under study here is a very interesting avenue for the future.
Acknowledgements
A. H. is supported by STFC Consolidated Grant ST/J0003533/1, and EP-
SRC Programme Grant EP/K034456/1. S. R. is supported by by STFC
Grant ST/J000469/1, String Theory, Gauge Theory, and Duality. D. R-G. is
partly supported by the spanish grant MINECO-13-FPA2012-35043-C02-02,
the Ramon y Cajal grant RYC-2011-07593 as well as the EU CIG grant UE-
14-GT5LD2013-618459. A. H. would like to thank Bo Feng and Rijun Huang
for their very kind hospitality at the university of Zhejiang in Hangzhou where
the final stages of this paper were completed. D. R-G. would like to greatly
acknowledge the hospitality of the Center For String Theory at Queen Mary
where this work was initiated. The authors would like to thank G.Ferlito,
Y.Hui-He, V.Jejjala, R.Kalveks and M.Sperling for useful comments and dis-
cussions which led to the present paper.
References
[1] P.B. Kronheimer, “A hyperKa¨hler structure on the cotangent bundle of
a complex Lie group”, http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0409253v1
[2] D. Gaiotto and E. Witten, “Supersymmetric Boundary Conditions in
N=4 Super Yang-Mills Theory,” J. Statist. Phys. 135, 789 (2009)
doi:10.1007/s10955-009-9687-3 [arXiv:0804.2902 [hep-th]].
[3] D. Gaiotto and E. Witten, “S-Duality of Boundary Conditions In N=4
Super Yang-Mills Theory,” Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 13, no. 3, 721
(2009) doi:10.4310/ATMP.2009.v13.n3.a5 [arXiv:0807.3720 [hep-th]].
[4] D. Gaiotto, “N=2 dualities,” JHEP 1208, 034 (2012)
doi:10.1007/JHEP08(2012)034 [arXiv:0904.2715 [hep-th]].
[5] D. Nanopoulos and D. Xie, “Hitchin Equation, Singularity, and
N=2 Superconformal Field Theories,” JHEP 1003, 043 (2010)
doi:10.1007/JHEP03(2010)043 [arXiv:0911.1990 [hep-th]].
11
[6] A. Bourget and J. Troost, “Duality and modularity in elliptic integrable
systems and vacua of N = 1∗ gauge theories,” JHEP 1504, 128 (2015)
doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2015)128 [arXiv:1501.05074 [hep-th]].
[7] D.H. Collingwood and W. McGovern, “Nilpotent orbits in semisimple
Lie algebras”, Chapman and Hall/CRC, 1993
[8] A. Hanany and E. Witten, “Type IIB superstrings, BPS monopoles,
and three-dimensional gauge dynamics,” Nucl. Phys. B 492, 152 (1997)
doi:10.1016/S0550-3213(97)00157-0 [hep-th/9611230].
[9] O. Chacaltana, J. Distler and Y. Tachikawa, “Nilpotent orbits and
codimension-two defects of 6d N=(2,0) theories,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A
28, 1340006 (2013) doi:10.1142/S0217751X1340006X [arXiv:1203.2930
[hep-th]].
[10] S. Cremonesi, A. Hanany and A. Zaffaroni, “Monopole operators and
Hilbert series of Coulomb branches of 3d N = 4 gauge theories,” JHEP
1401, 005 (2014) doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2014)005 [arXiv:1309.2657 [hep-
th]].
[11] S. S. Razamat and B. Willett, “Down the rabbit hole with theo-
ries of class S,” JHEP 1410, 99 (2014) doi:10.1007/JHEP10(2014)099
[arXiv:1403.6107 [hep-th]].
[12] S. Cremonesi, A. Hanany, N. Mekareeya and A. Zaffaroni, “Tσρ
(G) theories and their Hilbert series,” JHEP 1501, 150 (2015)
doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2015)150 [arXiv:1410.1548 [hep-th]].
[13] S. Cremonesi, G. Ferlito, A. Hanany and N. Mekareeya, “Coulomb
Branch and The Moduli Space of Instantons,” JHEP 1412, 103 (2014)
doi:10.1007/JHEP12(2014)103 [arXiv:1408.6835 [hep-th]].
[14] A. Hanany and R. Kalveks, “Highest Weight Generating Functions for
Hilbert Series,” JHEP 1410, 152 (2014) doi:10.1007/JHEP10(2014)152
[arXiv:1408.4690 [hep-th]].
[15] S. Benvenuti, A. Hanany and N. Mekareeya, “The Hilbert Se-
ries of the One Instanton Moduli Space,” JHEP 1006, 100 (2010)
doi:10.1007/JHEP06(2010)100 [arXiv:1005.3026 [hep-th]].
12
[16] S. V. Ketov, “Conformal field theory,” Singapore, Singapore: World
Scientific (1995) 486 p
[17] K. Higashijima, T. Kimura and M. Nitta, “Calabi-Yau manifolds of
cohomogeneity one as complex line bundles,” Nucl. Phys. B 645, 438
(2002) doi:10.1016/S0550-3213(02)00750-2 [hep-th/0202064].
[18] M. Arai and M. Nitta, “Hyper-Ka¨hler sigma models on (co)tangent
bundles with SO(n) isometry,” Nucl. Phys. B 745 (2006) 208
doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2006.03.033 [hep-th/0602277].
[19] P. Kronheimer, “A hyper-Ka¨hlerian structure on coadjoint orbits of a
semi-simple complex group,” Journal of London Mathematical Society
(2), 42, 1990, 193-308.
[20] Jae-Hyung Yang, “Harmonic analysis on homogeneous spaces,”
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0601655
[21] W. Lerche, “On Goldstone Fields in Supersymmetric Theories,” Nucl.
Phys. B 238, 582 (1984). doi:10.1016/0550-3213(84)90336-5
[22] M. Nitta, “Moduli space of global symmetry in N=1 supersymmetric
theories and the quasiNambu-Goldstone bosons,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A
14, 2397 (1999) doi:10.1142/S0217751X99001202 [hep-th/9805038].
[23] A. Hanany and R. Kalveks, “Construction and Deconstruction of Single
Instanton Hilbert Series,” arXiv:1509.01294 [hep-th].
[24] J. Fernandez Nunez, W. Garcia Fuertes and A.M. Perelomov, 2014 J.
Phys. A: Math. Theor. 47 145202
[25] J. Gray, A. Hanany, Y. H. He, V. Jejjala and N. Mekareeya, “SQCD:
A Geometric Apercu,” JHEP 0805, 099 (2008) doi:10.1088/1126-
6708/2008/05/099 [arXiv:0803.4257 [hep-th]].
[26] https://lieart.hepforge.org
[27] A. Hanany and R. Klaveks, to appear.
[28] A. A. Kirillov, “Merits and Demerits of the orbit method,” BULLETIN
(New Series) OF THE AMERICANMATHEMATICAL SOCIETY, Vol-
ume 36, Number 4, Pages 433488
13
[29] J. Bernatska, and P. Holod, “Geometry and Topology of Coadjoint
Orbits of Semisimple Lie Groups”. Proceedings of the Ninth In-
ternational Conference on Geometry, Integrability and Quantization,
146–166, Softex, Sofia, Bulgaria, 2008. doi:10.7546/giq-9-2008-146-166.
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.pgiq/1436793143.
[30] T. Banks, W. Fischler, S. H. Shenker and L. Susskind, “M theory
as a matrix model: A Conjecture,” Phys. Rev. D 55 (1997) 5112
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.55.5112 [hep-th/9610043].
[31] A. P. Balachandran, S. Kurkcuoglu and S. Vaidya, “Lectures on fuzzy
and fuzzy SUSY physics,” Singapore, Singapore: World Scientific (2007)
191 p. [hep-th/0511114].
[32] P. M. Ho and S. Ramgoolam, “Higher dimensional geometries
from matrix brane constructions,” Nucl. Phys. B 627 (2002) 266
doi:10.1016/S0550-3213(02)00072-X [hep-th/0111278].
[33] S. Ramgoolam, “Higher dimensional geometries related to fuzzy
odd dimensional spheres,” JHEP 0210 (2002) 064 doi:10.1088/1126-
6708/2002/10/064 [hep-th/0207111].
[34] Y. Kimura, “On Higher dimensional fuzzy spherical branes,” Nucl. Phys.
B 664 (2003) 512 doi:10.1016/S0550-3213(03)00462-0 [hep-th/0301055].
14
